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ABSTRACT

The mineral resources of Georgia north of the
Fall Line are extensive, but the history of their
recovery and processing as well as the property
types associated with mining in the state are not
well understood. This historic context reviews the
approaches to survey and identification of mining
sites; the economic minerals of the state; provides a
short history of mining by resource; and discusses
the property types associated with various mining
activities. A discussion of the evaluation procedures
for assessing the eligibility of mining properties to
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
is also provided. Appendices provide summary
data on historically reported mining operations in
the study area.
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[. INTRODUCTION

Mining was a significant facet of the north Georgia
economy and left a heritage of features that can still
be read on the landscape. The Dahlonega gold rush,
the granite industry of Elberton and Stone Mountain,
and the iron industry of the Etowah Valley are known
to many as important events in Georgia’s history, but
a host of other metals, non-metals, and mineral fuels
— such as bauxite, manganese, chlorite, marble, talc,
and coal — were extracted from the state at various
times, using several techniques, and for a variety
of uses (Figure 1).

While mining was an important historic economic
activity in the state, it is an activity that is not well
known. The sites, structures, landscapes, and
material culture associated with mining have not
been systematically examined and related to historic
settings useful for interpreting them and evaluating
their historical and archaeological significance. This
study provides a historic context for the identification
and evaluation of cultural landscapes, archaeological
sites, and structures associated with historic mining
in north Georgia.

The project area covered by this study is north
Georgia, defined here as the area north of the Fall
Line (Figure 2). Moving from southeast to northwest,
the physiographic provinces included in this area are
the Piedmont, Blue Ridge, and the Valley and Ridge
(which includes the Appalachian Plateau). While
mining took place throughout the state historically,
most of the economically important minerals came
from the region north of the Fall Line and mining had
its greatest historical impacts here.

Figure 1. Mineral industries in Georgia included numerous
products and had substantial impacts on the landscape.
The Georgia Marble Company Works, Pickens County
(Source: Furcron et al. 1938).

This context was developed through researching the
history of mining in north Georgia and archaeological
and historical studies of mining sites in the state.
Publications of the Georgia Geological Survey were
useful in summarizing the deposits, companies, and
events associated with mining activities. A variety of
sources were consulted to develop an understanding
of the property types associated with historic mines
and the approaches to their identification and
documentation, including Noble and Spude’s (1992)
Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating, and Registering
Historic Mining Properties: A Historical Context and
Research Design for Mining Properties in California
(2008) prepared by the California Department of
Transportation (CALTRANS); Hardesty’s (1988) The
Archaeology of Mining and Miners: A View from the
Silver State; and the National Park Service Bulletin
Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural
Historic Landscapes (McClelland et al. 1999).



This context is organized as follows. The Approaches
to the Survey and ldentification of Historic Mining
Properties are presented in Chapter Il and provide
guidelines for archaeological and historical research,
as well as field methods for use in the survey and

identification of mining sites. Chapter Il presents
the Economic Minerals in Georgia and provides an
overview of the state’s geology and the distribution
of geological deposits in the state. Chapter IV
provides a History of Mining with summary histories

Figure 2. The study area includes all of Georgia above the
Fall Line (Source: www.dot.state.ga.us/doingbusiness/
Materials/Publishinglmages/qaqcmanual/4.5.1%20
Phy%20Regions.jpg)
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of the metal, nonmetal, and mineral fuels. Chapter
V discusses the Processes of Mining and reviews
the techniques used to extract various resources.
Chapter VI presents the Property/Resource Types
associated with mining in Georgia, including
extractive properties, processing properties, and
associated properties. National Register of Historic
Places Evaluations are the topic of Chapter VII, which
reviews research considerations for evaluation of
archaeological mining properties as well as significant
events, individuals, and features for consideration
in the evaluation of historic mining properties.
Finally, Chapter VIII presents a Summary of the
historical elements of mining and offers perspectives
on future research. The References Cited follow
this chapter, while Appendix 1 contains summary
tables listing mining properties, by resource and
land lot, as recorded by the Georgia Geological
Survey. Appendix 2 provides GIS mapping of known
mineral deposits and resources in north Georgia.
These maps are critical in assisting cultural resource
surveyors in identifying what mineral resource was
the objective of mining properties that they encounter
during fieldwork. Appendix 3 then provides tables
listing mining properties of the late nineteenth and
early twentieth century, as reported by the Georgia
Geological Survey. Although not a comprehensive
listing of all mining properties in the state, these tables
may assist researchers in determining the historic
associations of resources they encounter. Finally,
Appendix 4 contains an archaeological research
design for use in assessing mining properties as
archaeological sites.
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II. APPROACHES TO
THE SURVEY AND
IDENTIFICATION OF
HISTORIC MINING
PROPERTIES

The objective of this historic context is to provide
guidelines for evaluating cultural resources in north
Georgia related to mining and mineral industries.
Evaluating these types of resources requires
determining how they convey the context through
specific historic associations, architectural or
engineering values, or information potential. Before
making this determination, however, it is necessary
to ensure that historic properties consisting of mines
and/or related resources are properly identified and
recorded.

Historic mining sites are unusual cultural resources
and encompass a variety of historical and cultural
properties. They are often large sprawling resources
that cover expansive tracts of land. Moreover,
seemingly isolated structures and features may
have historical relationships as discrete parts of
a single mining operation. Moreover, the location
and functioning of mining sites often have close
connections with the physical environment. Because
of these qualities, identifying and evaluating historic
mining resources often requires approaching them
as historic landscapes containing historical and/or
archaeological features. The National Register of
Historic Places definition of a historic rural landscape
is “a geographical area that historically has been used
by people, or shaped or modified by human activity,
occupancy, or intervention, and that possesses a

continuity of areas of land use, vegetation, buildings,
and structures, roads, waterways, and natural
features® (McClelland et al. 1999:1-2). While sites
related to mineral extraction and processing are
not necessarily in rural areas, they can are often
identified, evaluated, and studied with reference to a
geographical area rather than to individual features,
sites, or structures.

Although historic mining properties are common in
north Georgia, their large size and unique attributes
make them challenging to identify and record during
surveys and evaluation studies. This chapter outlines
procedures for surveying, identifying, and recording
historic mining sites in north Georgia.

MINING PROPERTIES IN NORTH GEORGIA
AS CULTURAL LANDSCAPES

Historic mining sites may consist of large, sprawling,
highly visible sets of features, structures, and
landscapes. Identifying and delineating them
during cultural resource surveys poses difficulties
not met with more traditional compact resources.
These properties include the obvious vestiges of
mineral extraction, such as mines and waste piles, an
array of processing and transportation facilities, and
support structures such as powerhouses, offices, and
blacksmith shops. They can also include extensive
underground components, broad areas of unused
space, and housing for workers and their families.
Hence, the survey of historic mining properties is
best accomplished through a cultural landscape
approach that identifies and records all properties,
both sites and structures, associated with a mining
operation (Figure 3).

Ot
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Figure 3. A typical mining landscape near Cartersville,
Bartow County, showing the association of natural
and manmade features related to mineral industries
(Source: Hull 1920).

Viewing historic mining properties as parts of rural
historical landscapes can link isolated features
and structures that appear to have no significant
historical or functional associations. Rural historic
landscapes may include industrial types and “contain
significant areas of vegetation, open space, or
natural features that embody, through past use
or physical character, significant historical values.
Buildings, industrial structures, objects, designed
landscapes, and archaeological sites may also be
present” (McClelland et al 1999:3). McClelland et
al. (1999) provided a classification system of 11
characteristics to assist in reading a rural landscape
and interpreting the natural and cultural forces that

acted on it. McClelland et al. (1999:3) defined the
landscape characteristics as “tangible evidence of
the activities and habits of the people who occupied,
developed, used, and shaped the land to serve
human needs.” Further, they might reflect beliefs,
attitudes, traditions, and values of the people who
created them. The 11 characteristics are divided
into two groups: processes that have shaped the
land, and physical components that are visible in
the landscape.

The four characteristics classified as processes
are: Land Uses and Activities; Patterns of Spatial
Organization; Response to the Natural Environment;
and Cultural Traditions. When addressing
historic mining properties in north Georgia, these
characteristics can help in understanding how and
why a mining landscape was developed, arranged,
and changed over time. The seven characteristics
grouped as components of the landscape are those
features that illustrate the way a historic landscape
was developed and organized. These include
Circulation Networks; Boundary Demarcations;
Vegetation Related to Land Use; Buildings,
Structures, and Objects; Clusters (of buildings,
structures and other features); Archaeological Sites;
and Small-Scale Elements. McClelland et al. (1999:4-
6) described these concepts in detail and provided
specific examples of each (p.15-18) in Guidelines
for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic
Landscapes. Components of mining landscapes in
Georgia would include, among others, underground
workings, tailings, roads, railroads, tipples, washing
plants, stamp mills, storage bins, retaining ponds,
water delivery and drainage systems, blacksmith
shops, stables, offices, and houses.

A guideline for considering mining properties in
north Georgia as historic landscapes might entail
considering how the land has been shaped and
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manipulated to extract, process, and deliver mineral
resources. Mining landscapes should show evidence
of specific land use practices, transportation networks,
vegetation patterns, large and small elements that
are distinctive of mining, buildings, and structures,
as well as illustrating how these characteristics
functioned together within a geographical area.

SURVEY/IDENTIFICATION

Historic mining properties might be encountered
during National Historic Preservation Act Section
106 cultural resource surveys, or sought during site
delineation studies as part of a National Register of
Historic Places evaluation. The majority of property
types associated with mining in north Georgia consist
of shafts, trenches, cuts, and quarries, although
aboveground buildings and structures also survive.
Reviews of archaeological site file data suggest that
many of these property types are not recorded as
archaeological sites because of a failure to recognize
cut banks, prospecting pits, and other features as
“historic.” Such features and structures are often
omitted during historic structure surveys because
they do not have clear associations with mining
activities or they are not identified as related to
mineral industries. The first step in finding t